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Fair Play 

Fair play. An editor at any time evaluate manuscripts for their intellectual content without regard to 
race, gender, sexual orientation, religious belief, ethnic origin, citizenship, or political philosophy of 
the authors. 

Confidentiality. The editor and any editorial staff must not disclose any information about a 
submitted manuscript to anyone other than the corresponding author, reviewers, potential 
reviewers, other editorial advisers, and the publisher, as appropriate. 
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Reporting Standards. Authors of reports of original research should present an accurate account of 
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the ALPSP-STM Statement on Data and Databases), if practicable, and should in any event be 
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